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20389. Misbranding of liguid medicine (fluidextract of ginger). U.S. v. B
Barrels of Fluidextract Ginger. Default decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. no. 27714. LS. no. 41224. 8. no.

5808.)

This libel involved five barrels of a product labeled, “Liquid Medicine.”
The article was of high alcoholic content, contained some ginger extractives,
and also contained a phenolic compound and a phosphate, indicating the pres-
ence of tricresyl phosphate, the ingredient in imitation ginger fluidextract that
has been shown to be responsible for “ginger” paralysis. The shipper of
record was a corporation which, with other defendants, was convicted of con-
spiracy to violate the laws of the United States, and a violation of the Food
and Drugs Act, for unlawful shipments of a similar product which was sold
as fluidextract of ginger (N.J. no. 19400).

On February 3, 1932, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying
seizure and condemnation of five barrels of the said liquid medicine, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., which had been consigned
in interstate commerce by the Hub Products Co., Boston, Mass. It was alleged
in the libel that the article had been shipped in various lots on or about
March 6, March 8, March 10, March 13, and March 15, 1930, from Boston,
Mass., to St. Louis, Mo., and that it was misbranded in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ From Hub Products Co.,
Boston, Mass. Liquid Medicine.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that its package or label
failed to bear a statement of the quantity or proportion of alcohol contained in
the article.

On November 15, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. G. TuewELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

20390. Misbranding of Jones’ liniment. U.S. v. Jacob K. Spiegel (M. Spiegel
Medicine Co.). Plea of guilty. Sentenced to 30 days’ imprison-
ment and 6 months’ sentence suspended for 2 years. (F. & D. no.
28089. I1.8. mnos. 15796, 16066, 16067, 27530, 28080, 28260, 28261, 283086,

28307, 29122, 29123, 30501.)

Examination of the labeling and composition of the drug preparation, Jones’
liniment, disclosed that the article contained no ingredient or combination of
ingredients capable of producing certain curative and therapeutic effects
claimed on the bottle and carton labels, and in a circular shipped with the
article. .

At the Utica 1932 term of court the United States attorney for the Northern
District of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid an informa-
tion against Jacob K. Spiegel, trading as the M. Spiegel Medicine Co., Albany,
N.Y., alleging shipment by said defendant in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act as amended, between the dates of March 24, 1930, and March 28, 1931, from
the State of New York into the States of Massachusetts, Maryland, Florida,
Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, respectively, of 12 different consignments of the
said Jones’ liniment, which was misbranded. The article was labeled in part:
“ Manufactured by M. Spiegel Medicine Co., Albany, N.Y.” Slight differences
appeared in the therapeutic claims set out on the carton and bottle labels of the
various shipments. A circular, identical in all shipments, accompanied the
article.

Analysis of a sample of the article by this Department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of a petroleum distillate such as kerosene, methyl salicylate,
pine-tar oil, camphor oil, oil of sassafras, and capsicum oleoresin.

It was alleged in the information that the article was misbranded in that
certain statements, designs, and devices, regarding the curative and therapeutie
effects of the article, appearing on the carton and bottle labels, falsely and
fraudulently represented that it was effective as a treatment for rheumatism,
headache, backache, lameness, bunions, colic, and all bodily pains; effective for
strengthening weak back and limbs and to heal bodily pains and inflammations,
and effective as a relief for protracted pain, and effective as a treatment, rem-
edy, and cure for sore throat, quinsy, nervous headache, backache, lameness:
and effective as a treatment, remedy, and cure for rheumatism, lumbago, colic
and cramps, earache, cold in the chest and lungs, gout, aching feet and inflamma-



198 FOOD AND DRUGS ACT [N.J., F.D.

tion ; and effective as a pain killer, and effective as a safeguard against suffering
from accidents and as a relief from lingering pain; and that certain of the
carton and bottle labels falsely and fraudulently represented that it was also
effective as a treatment for neuralgia and coughs, and as.a relief in severe cases.
Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that certain statements, designs,
and devices regarding the curative and therapeutic effects of the article, appear-
ing in the circular accompanying the said article, falsely and fraudulently repre-
sented that it was effective as a treatment, remedy, and cure for rheumatic
and other pains in the joints, lower limbs, and hips; effective to reduce
inflammation and swelling; effective as a treatment, remedy, and cure for
backache, pains in the sides, shoulders, stiff neck and joints, neuralgia in the
head, nervous headache, sciatica, sore throat and quinsy, earache, ear abscesses,
swellings, pains in chest and lungs, bunions, corns, weak joints and ankles, colic,
cramps, cholera morbus and other internal pains; effective as a treatment,
remedy, and cure for cracked heels, scratches, cramps, contraction of muscles,
sore throat, colic, distemper, epizootic, and other diseases that can be reached
by external application, in horses and cattle; effective as a freatment, rem-
edy, and cure for flu, cough, and bronchitis; and effective as a relief for
catarrhal conditions.

On December 14, 1932, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion and the court imposed a sentence of 1 month’s imprisonment in the county
jail, and a 6 months’ suspended sentence, the defendant being placed on parole
for 2 years for the latter sentence. ,

R. G. TuewrLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20391. Misbranding of Sanalt. U.S. v. 29 Bottles of Sanalt. Default decree
of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruection. (F. &' D. no. 28941,
Sample no. 12164-A.)

Examination of the drug preparation Sanalt disclosed that the article con-
tained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing certain
curative and therapeutic effects claimed on the carton and bottle labels. The
article also was labeled to convey the impression that it was of vegetable origin,
whereas one of the principal ingredients was Epsom salt, a mineral substance.

On September 24, 1932, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying
_ seizure and condemnation of 29 bettles of Sanalt at Binghamton, N.Y., alleging

that the article had been shipped in interstateé commerce on or about May 31,
1932, by Winsol, Inc., from Boston, Mass., to Binghamton, N.Y., and charging
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article by this Department showed that it con-
sisted essentially of magnesium sulphate (17.3 grams per 100 milliliters), ex-
tracts of plant drugs including nux vomica and licorice, flavoring oils including
methyl salicylate, alcohol, sugar, and water.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the state-
ment on the carton, * It contains the extracts of valuable vegetable altera-
tives ”, was false and misleading, since the impression was created thereby
that the article was composed of ingredients of vegetable origin, when, in
fact, it contained a large proportion of a mineral substance, magnesium sul-
phate (Epsom salt). Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that
the following statements on the carton and bottle labels were false and
fraudulent: (Carton) “Cleanses The Blood, Regulates The Secretions, Tones
Up The System * * * Its use will be found helpful in such conditions as
Chronic Constipation, Indigestion due to poor elimination, Jaundice, General
Debility, Piles, Palpitation of the Heart, Scrofula, many obstinate Skin Erup-
tions, various nervous difficulties and other ailments arising from run down
System or clogged bowels. It * * * operates upon many of the secretive
and excretive organs, helping to produce a general change in the fluids of the
system ”; (bottle) “It operates upon many of the secretive and excretive
organs, and helps to produce a gradual change in the fluids of the system,
renovating the blood and freeing it from impurities. Itis * * * an excel-
lent preparation in cases of general debility and prostration of the nervous
system. For that tired feeling and ailments caused or aggravated by consti-
pation, * * * The dose may be increased or decreased, the object being
to produce sufficiently laxative action to carry away the impurities secreted.
It will be unnecessary to increase the dose above two tablespoonfuls, even if
no laxative effect is experienced.”



